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The Triumph of Truth, in the Conversion of 
the Rev. J. A. Mason, from the errors of 
Methodism to the Catholic Faith. Written 
by himself. 

Continued from page 227, No. 29. 

Mason.—I acknowledge that it is nowhere 
specified what the things were which Christ 
taught to his apostles after his resurrection. 
And I know also that St. John says, “ if eve- 
ty thing was writtten, the world would not 
contain the books.” But I assert that all 
things necessary to salvation were written; 
and I assert also that the latter text makes as 
much against you as against us—for you can- 
not prove that you teach all that, which would 
more than fill the world with books. 

Marryy.—I have proved that Christ taught 
his apostles all things which he was sent to 
reveal, and commanded them to teach all 
things, and that the rule of faith appointed 
by Christ must continue to teach all things. 
I have brought a variety of texts, and pro- 
duced a variety of instances to prove that 
you have no certainty that the scripture does 
Contain all things necessary to salvation, and 
that it nowhere says so—you have not dis- 
proved the evidence I have brought; and as 
to your assertion that all things necessary to 
salvation were written proves nothing, for as- 
Sertion is no proof. 

Mason.—St. Paul says, “the holy scrip- 
ture is able to make us wise unto salvation.” 
And if wise to salvation, what more can be 
Wanting? 

Marryn.—I have shewn that this was said 





of the Old Testament—and will you say the 
New Testament was not necessary? It is 
evident any one book of holy scripture is 
able to impart wisdom conducting to salva- 
tiom For example: the prophecy of Isaias, 
which so, plainly points out the person, char- 
acter and office of Christ. But will you say 
that the prophecy of Isaias is the sole inde- 
pendent and sufficient rule of faith and prac- 
tice? Besides, St. Paul told St. Timothy, 
“that the Old Testament was able to make 
him wise to salvation, through the faith which 
isin Christ Jesus;” so that it was in con- 
nexion with the Christian faith, which his 
son Timothy had, learnt from him by word of 
mouth, that the Old Testament scripture was 
able to make him wise to salvation. 

Mason.—At all events St. Timothy had 
read the scriptures froma child, but you pro- 
hibit the reading of the scriptures, and there- 
fore you are opposed to St. Paul, consequent- 
ly are not infallible. 

Martyn.—This point is entirely beside 
the question; we will consider this point a 
little later: at present, the question is, whe- 
ther, or not the scripture is the sole indepen- 
dent rule of faith and practice. 

Mason.—The apostle says, “ all scripture 
is given by inspiration of God, and is profita- 
ble for doctrine, for reproof, for correction 
and instruction in righteousness,” therefore 
it is sufficient, 

Marryn.-—What a conclusion! 





Every | 
verse and chapter is profitable, therefore it|that 1 cannot answer. 


scripture. Besides this, the original word 
scripture means any writing, good, or bad, 
true, or false, sacred, or profane; and hence 
the necessary use of the qualifying adjective, 
holy, or sacred scripture when speaking of 
the divinely inspired writings. But your bi- 
ble tells a palpable falsehood, for it says, “all 
scripture, t. e. every writing, is divinely in- 
spired.” This shews you how little calcula- 
ted your English bible is to be a sole inde- 
pendent sufficient rule of faith and practice. 

Mason.—The bible is a perfect rule of 
faith, or it is not. If not, it is an imperfect 
tule—therefore not God’s holy word. [If it 
be a perfect rule, what need of any other? 

Martyn.—I cannot help perceiving that 
your foundation is shaken, or you would not 
leave so many of my remarks unanswered, 
nor would you have recourse to such weak 
arguments. I do not say this to wound your 
feelings, but because I rejoice at the triumph 
of truth. But to the point—your dilemma 
may be answered another way. Instead of 
the bible, put the Old Testament, and then 
see how conclusive the argument appears.— 
The Old Testament is a perfect rule of faith, 
or it is not. If not, it is not God’s holy word 
—if it be, what need of the New Testament. 
In other words, you might as well say, be- 
cause a part is not the whole—a part is not 
4 part. 

Mason.—-Sir, you do not wound my feel- 
ings. I candidly acknowledge there is much 
I must again say, I 


is sufficient. Do you like the conclusion, | never heard these things treated of so before, 


Mr. Mason? But here is another point to 
which I will cajl your attention. Your scrip- 
ture says, “all scripture is given by the in- 
spiration of God.” Now deny that your 





and am not prepared to answer. But you 
must not conclude that 1 am convinced— 
these things will be matter for more delibe- 
rate consideration, However, I will ask you 





translation is.correct. The proper reading | this question—if God cannot speak so plain 
is, ‘ all scripture divinely inspired is profita-| in the scripture as to. be understood without 
ble.” Both the Greek and Latin texts shew | an interpreter, how can man pretend, to do 
that this is the true reading, and common | it? 

sense confirms it. There have been in vari-| Marryy.—You might as well ask, why 
ous ages, false scripture produced, and i: is|man cannot speak as plain without a voice 
a question now between you and me, whether | as with it? A living voice is always plainer 
the book of Tobias be (rue scripture, or false to be understood than a silent book. If we 
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mistake the living voice once, we can ask 
again; but if we mistake the sense of a book, 
it always presents the same silent letters to 
our view, and leaves us as much in the dark 
as ever, unless there be an authorized inter- 
preter. 

Mason.—The scriptures sufficiently inter- 
pret themselves; one part that is obscure by 
another that is more plain. 

Marryn.—And yet they cannot settle dis- 
putes. Here are two texts, “my Father is 

reater than I,” “ I and my Father are one.” 
he Unitarian takes one, the Trinitarian the 
other. The former denies the divinity of 
Christ, the latter asserts it. Each produce 
their texts, and both explain them in a diffe- 
rent sense. The Trinitarian that he is one 
in nature with the Godhead; the Unitarian, 
that he is one only in office, or agency.— 
Both texts stand indelibly on the sacred page, 
and both opponents stand staring and bicker- 
oo each other without an umpire. 
ason.—TI do not rest my cause against 
the Unitarian on one isolated text, but on 
many texts joined with many strong demon- 
strative reasons; and I prove to him the truth 
of the doctrine of the Trinity, and if he will 
not hear me, I turn from him and leave him 
in his infidelity, as St. Paul turned from the 
Jews. 

Martyn.—This is all very pretty—but the 
Unitarian laughs at your pretended infallibil- 
ity—produces his numerous texts and reasons 
in return, and justly repays you in your own 
coin, by turning his back upon you and your 
idolatry. 

Mason.—O, Sir, I beg you will not mis- 
Seetand me; I do not pretend to be infal- 
lible. 

Marryn.—Then you may be in error, and 
the Unitarian right; and what presumption it 
is for one fallible mortal to turn his back upon 
another, and condemn him as unworthy of 
eternal life, because he refuses his fallible 
dictation. There is no parity, Sir, between 
you and St. Paul—he could justly turn from 
the Jews as unworthy of eternal life because 
he was infallible—but you tell the Unitari- 
an I may lead you into error, and yet con- 
demn him because he will not follow you.— 
Surely he might as well err in following him- 
self as err in following you. But as you 
have asked me several questions, permit me 
to ask you one. If the scriptures explain 
themselves, what need is there of any other 
interpreter—what need of preachers at all? 

Mason.—For those who cannot read. 

Martyn.—Then preaching is the rule for 
those who cannot read? 
serted that the scriptures are the sole inde- 
pendent sufficient rule. But I return to the 
charge—of what use are preachers to those 
who cannot read, if they are liable to lead 
the people astray? Would it not evidently 
have been wiser in our Saviour to have com- 
manded his apostles to write the whole gos- 
pel in the plainest manner, and to go through 
the earth teaching all people to read? 

Mason.—You certainly appear to have 
reason on your side; I own I cannot answer 

ou. 
, Martyn.—I have fully shewn that the 
scriptures are not universal in matter, 7%. e. 
they do not contain all things necessary to 
be believed, nor is their any certainty in pri- 
vate interpretation. I have also hinted that 
they were not universal in time and place, 


Now you have as-| 


i 








nor in regard to the greater part of mankind. 
And this you yourself acknowledged, when 
you said the teaching authority of the apos- 
tles was the rule of faith to the first Chris- 
tians, and that preaching is now the rule to 
those who cannot read. However, I will 
establish the truth of this proposition by clear 
facts. 

It was about the year of our Lord 41, that 
is, eight years after his ascension, before St. 
Matthew wrote his gospel. It was in 61 be- 
fore that of St. Mark was written—that of 
St. Luke in 63. St. John wrote his gospel 
towards the end of his life, according to some 
authors, about the year 104, The acts of 
the apostles were written in 63, or 64. The 
epistles wre written in the following order:— 
1 Epis. Thessalonians, about the year 52. 

2 Epis. ditto, in the same year. 

Epis. Galatians, about the year 55. 

1 Epis. Corinthians, year 57. 
2 Epis. ditto, same year. 

Epis. Romans, year 58. 

Epis. Phillippians, year 62. 

Epis. Philemon, same year. 

Epis. Colossians, same year. 

Epis. Ephesians, same year. 

Epis. Hebrews, same year. 
1 Epis. Timothy, year 64. 

Epis. Titus, same year. 
2 Epis. Timothy, year 65. 

Epis. St. James, year 60. 
1 Epis. St. Peter, about the same year. 
2 Epis. St. Peter, probably about the same 

ear. 

‘ The epistles of St. John were writt®h a 
little before the destruction of Jerusalem, 
and the Revelations in the year 96. Conse- 
quently all this time the New Testament 
could not be a rule of faith. Then these 
writings were not collated, anthenticated, and 
formed into a canon, and pronounced to be 
the inspired word of God before the third 
council of Carthage, in the year 397. The 
same canon was confirmed by Pope Inno- 
cent the first, who lived in the year 402— 
Pope Gelasius, who lived in the year 492, or 
494, in acouncil of 70 bishops at Rome, 
confirmed the same canon. It was again 
confirmed by the sixth general council in the 
year 680. It is again named by the council 
of Flerence, in the year 1438—to the acts 
of which council the Grecians, Arminians, 
and Jacobites subscribed. I make these re- 
marks to shew that the world did not know 
the true canon of scripture before the year 
397. Although several doctors of the church 
had delivered their private opinions on the 
documents in question, and the church made 
use of them in her service, yet several books 
of the New Testament were doubted of till 
defined by the unanimous voice of the church, 
both in the east and in the west, in these her 
repeated decrees. The scripture therefore 
could not be the rule of faith before they 
were known, and when known they never 
were considered by the Christian world as 
the sole independent sufficient rule of faith 
and practice. 

You must also remember, that when the 
canon was defined it, existed in manuscript, 
and could not be printed before that art was 
invented, which was by one Faust at Stras- 
burg, in the year 1440; so that down to the 
year 1440 it could be in the hands of but few 
besides the clergy, and each copy written 
with a pen, by those despised persons, the 


monks of former times. And, when printed, * 
very few could read, not indeed, as has been 
said, on account of the restraints of the 
church, but from physical impossibility. And 
now let us come down to our own times,— 
how few now can read; and of those who 
can, not one in a thousand make it their sole 
rule of faith. Almost all men follow some 
favorite preacher, or sect, under whose influe 
ence they have been educated, or under 
whose banner they have ranked themselves. 
You have acknowledged that they are not a 
rule to those who are ignorant of letters— 
and experience teaches that they are not the 
sole rule to the great mass of mankind,.— 
There must always be a guide in religion, 
and if that guide be liable to err, then they 
that follow it must err likewise. And all er- 
ror must necessary be venial where there is 
no certain rule. God cannot punish me for 
erring where he has not given me an infalli- 
ble guide. 

Mason.—All I can say to this is, God pre- 
served the teaching authority of his church 
free from error till the scriptures were known, 
and now he preserves the scriptures as the 
standard of truth to his church, and all who 
use the following means will be guided to the 
true meaning of them, and these persons thus 
guided are the rule for those who cannot 
read. 1. Attention. 2. Diligence in search- 
ing the scriptures. 3. Collation of passages. 
4. Observance of the connexions. 5. Sin- 
cerity and impartiality. 6. Prayer and de- 
votion for assistance inthe work. ‘ Let him 
that lacketh wisdom ask of God, who giveth 
to all men liberally.” 

Martyn.—I am afraid you have forgotten 
your former assertions, denials, and acknow- 
ledgments. First,”you have asserted that 
the teaching authority of the apostles was the 
sole rule of faith to the church during their 
day. But you denied at that time that this 
rule continued after their time, because in- 
fallibility did not descend to their successors; 
but you now carry this infallible authority 
down to the year 357 at least: and it is with 
good reason you have extended the period of 
infallibility, or you would have no grounds 
for knowing what the bible is, and what it is 
not; much -less of knowing its infallible dic- 
tates. For this council either was infallible, 
or it was not. If it was, then your former 
assertion is false—then the rule appointed 
by Christ continued in the successors of the 
apostles down to this time. If it was not in- 
fallible, then it might err in defining the 
books of scripture, and may have given us 
-books not divinely inspired, and kept back 
some that were. Then as to your assertion, 
that from this time the rule was changed, I 
demand proof. And as to the capability of 
those who can read, and who, you suppose, 
are a rule for those who cannot, much is to 
be said. First, 1 demand proof that God has 
appointed one rule for those who can read, 
and those who cannot. Secondly, were I to 
grant that the bible is the rule for those who 
read it with the six qualifications you specify; 
I ask you, will it lead them all to the same 
conclusions? Does it do so? You know it 
does not. Surely you will not charge the 
learned and conscientious Unitarian with not 
reading with attention, or diligence, or not 
collating passages, nor observing copnexions, 
or with want of sincerity and neglect of 











prayer? You will not be so uncharitable as 
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to charge the pious Calvinists, or devout 
Quaker, with such neglect? And yet you 
condemn the former as guilty of blasphemy 
in denying the Trinity, the Godhead of Jesus 
Christ, and refusing him divine worship. You 
condema the second for extolling the divine 
attribute of foreknowledge; the sovereign 
power of efficacious grace; and denying your 
doctrine of freewill and equality of election 
in Christ. And you condemn the latter for 
their rejection of the Christian ministry and 
the sacraments, which you believe Christ or- 
dained in his church; nor can you call these 
things non-essentials, for they evidently in- 
volve the foundations of religion and the 
dearest interests of men. 


[TO BE CONTINUED. } 





[CONTINUED FROM PAGE 227.—No. 29.] 
BROMSGROVE, Dec. 25, 1815. 


Rev. Sir.—In my last letter of Nov. 6th, 
Ithink that I succeeded in my attempts to 
prove that the scriptures were not the only 
tule of faith in the primitive ages of the 
Christian church, and that the religion of the 
first christians was the religion of what you 
call popery and not of protestantism. I con- 
cluded by remarking that you must of neces- 
sity either unsay what you had asserted, 
namely, that Catholics are idolaters, or that 
you must consign to eternal torments, the 
innumerable multitudes who have been mem- 
bers of the Church of Rome from the time of 
its pretended defection from the ways of truth. 
I expected that you would have favored me 
with your remarks, and pointed out where I 
was incorrect in my — ments, or deficient 
in my disquisitions. ur silence induces 
me to conclude that all was right, and that 
nothing satisfactory can be brought against 
me. Were a pastor of my church to be si- 
lent when an argumentative attack was made 
upon him, I certainly should conclude that 
he was incapable of repelling it. I am jus- 
tified in making the same conclusion with 
respect to the pastors of any other commu- 
nion. However, be this as it will, I will 
proceed in what I proposed, and investigate 
some of the tenets of the Catholic faith. 

It appears to me as it did to you in your 
first letter, that ‘‘ an investigation into the 
nature of religion is obviously the first and 
last duty of a rational and immortal creature, 
while a desire to find the way of salvation, 
ought to be the chief solicitude in the heart 
of a sinner.” ‘The opinion of men, what- 
ever dignity they might have acquired, by 
office, or rank, are to be received only as 
they agree with the scriptures of truth.”— 
And in your second letter I likewise agree 
With you where you say, “ that religion does 
not consist merely in the adoption of certain 
opinions however scriptural they may be, nor 
in the performance of certain external forms 
of devotion. Religion is a thing of the heart, 
there it fixes its residence, there it begins its 
Work.” And I nearly agree with you until 
you come to the words, “‘ now the great error 
‘of the church of Rome is, that it corrupts and 
obscures these necessary parts of vital god- 
liness,”—If this, Sir, be the great error of 
the church of Rome, I feel very much at my 
ease; and the reason is, because it is an er- 
ror which the church of Rome never fell in- 
to. Perhaps you will be surprised at this de- 
claration. ‘So deeply rooted in the minds of 





our enemies are the prejudices against the 
Catholic religion, which they have imbibed 
from their infancy, that it is almost consider- 
ed a crime in us to dare to disavow any of 
the extravagant imputations which are laid to 
our charge. Inthe ignorant multitude this 
would be excusable; because they, relying 
on the candor, the sincerity, the learning, the 
piety of their preachers, feel a confidence 
that they would not mislead them in a point 
of such consequence as that of defaming their 
fellow creatures. But in you, Sir, or in any 
one who sets himself up as a teacher of chris- 
tian morality and brotherly love, it is a crime 
of no small magnitude. Ignorance is no plea 
for you. You have every means of acquir- 
ing a knowledge of our tenets, and if you re- 
fuse to apply your mind to investigate them, 
you ought to observe silence on the subject, 
or you must expect to be responsible for eve- 
ry unjust imputation which you lay to our 
charge. I willingly allow that you are sin- 
cere in your belief that the Catholic church 
has ceased to be the true church of Christ, 
and that you are alarmed at what is usually 
called the growth of popery. I likewise am 
willing to allow, that you conscientiously be- 
lieve it to be your duty to stem the progress 
of it by every means in your power. But 
then, Sir, what are the arms which the scrip- 
tures put into your hands? Is it not the 
sword of the Spirit, (which is the word of 
God?) Are not your loins to be girt about 
with truth, and your body to be protected 
with the breat-plate of justice? (Eph. vi.) 
The sword of the Spirit is what you pretend 
to wield: but if the girdle of truth and the 
breast-plate of justice be disregarded, what 
can you expect, but reeeive a mortal blow 
from your antagonist? Can it, however, be 
said that you wield the sword of the Spirit, 
if you are not clothed with the girdle of truth, 
and the breast-plate of justice? No, it can- 
not. They all form part of the christian ar- 
mor, and one cannot be separated from the 
other. If you are not protected by truth and 
justice, your weapon of assault is not the 
sword of the spirit. What then is it? I will 
show you in a few words. If your loins are 
not girt about with truth they are girt about 
with untruth: and if you have not on the 
breast-plate of justice you have on the breast- 
plate of injustice. And what is the weapon 
of assault which is indissolubly connected 
with the girdle of untruth, and the breast- 
plate of injustice? No other than the fiery 
darts of the most wicked one. Oh! Sir, wu 
1s of more serious consequence than you imagine 
to be directed by truth, and to be protected 
by justice. The cause is bad indeed, that 
has not these for its defence; and the ulti- 
mate consequence will be that truth will pre- 
vail over untruth, justice over injustice, and 
the shield of faith will extinguish the fiery 
darts of the most wicked one. Consider 
this subject seriously, and be careful never 
'to enlist into your cause the base offspring of 
either of them. 

In all probability you will plead not guilty 
to this indictment. 1 will readily acquit you 
of the charge of wilfully and intentionally 
misrepresenting our tenets. But this is not 
sufficient to justify you. It was in your pow- 
erto gird yourself about with truth and to 
put on the breast-plate of justice. Our books 
were open to you, and you had leisure and 
abilities to examine them. Indeed 1 may 














say more, and assert that, if our books were 
not to be had, reason itself would dictate to 
you that our principles were not such as you 
have represented them to be. It may fairly 
be said that, in general, a Catholic possesses 
as sound intellects as a Protestant; that he 
can understand and reason upon scripture 
as well as a Protestant; and that he has 
as great a dread of deluding himseif by 
false principles, and of being deluded by 
others, whether they are priests, or bishops, 
or pope, as a protestant would have. What, 
therefore, is the reason that you protestants 
of a hundred different denominations, look 
upon the doctrines of the Catholic church as 
a tissue of falsehood and deceit, as a system 
of idolatry and superstition, as the work of 
priest-craft and the devises of men: and that 
Catholics universally of every nation under 
the sun should entertain the greatest respect 
for them, and should be ready to meet death, 
in its most horrible shapes, rather than re- 
nounce them? Is there not some mystery in 
this? Were the Catholics a set of ignorant 
fellows, it might perhaps, in some measure, 
be accounted for. It might be said that they 
were so bigoted to their priests that they 
were ready to believe the most ridiculous 
things that they proposed to them. But this 
is not the case. There is as much learning, 
at least spiritual learning, and it is as univer- 
sally (I may say more universally) spread 
amongst Catholics, as it is amongst Protest- 
ants. This, therefore, is not the reason.— 
Were the system of Catholic doctrine more 
congenial to flesh and blood, did it hold out 
a more easy way of attaining salvation, and 
were it more indulgent to the vices and con- 
cupiscences of corrupt nature, a kind of rea- 
son might be brought why it is so pertina- 
ciously adhered to. But there is nothing in 
it of this kind. In their system it is requir- 
ed that they crucify their flesh with its vices 
and concupiscences: and for this reason they 
continue to observe those antiquated rigors, 
those fasts, abstinenees, and self-denials 
which were so much in vogue in the first ages 
of the Christian church, and which are so 
opposed to the refined system of piety of the 
present age. They are required, likewise, 
to submit to one of the greatest humiliations, 
at least you and all your host of protestants 
would call it so, of acknowledging all their 
faults, secret as well as public, and of sol- 
emnly promising to avoid them for the time 
to come. They are convinced that it is ne- 
cessary to bring forth worthy fruits of repen- 
tance, that they must deny their own will, 
that they must take off their affections from 
this world, that they must have their conver- 
sation in heaven, that they must be ready to 
renounce, not only father and mother, but 
wife and children, when the will of God re- 
quires it of them, and that all these things 
are to be dene for the love of God, in oppo- 
sition to every wordly consideration. These 
are severe precepts to flesh and blood. It 
cannot be, therefore, the lenity of the max- 
ims of the Catholic faith that causes such a 
stubborn adherence to its.creed. What then 
can it be? The true reason ought to have 
been known to youlong ago. Common sense 
ought to have pointed it out toyou. It is no 
other than that the Catholic religion is very 
different from what you have hitherto suppos- 
ed it to be: that the Catholic knows what it 
is, and being convinced of the solidity of its 
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foundation, adheres to it, and that you are 
ignorant of what it is, and therefore unre- 
servedly condemn it. Were not this convic- 
tion in the Catholic of the strongest kind, it 
would be very inviting to him to throw off 
these restraints, and to adopt the maxims, 
that faith alone is necessary to salvation, and 
that his Saviour’s sufferings have exempted 
him from the necessity of voluntarily submit- 
ting to any thing that is painful to flesh and 
blood. But this conviction is unalterable: 
calumniated and abused as he is from with- 
out, that is, by you and the other members of 
the “hundred denominations of protestants, 
whose only bond of union is hatred against 
him, and bound to the observance of works 
very painful to human nature, he cheerfully 
submits to all, and would rather lay down his 
life than deny his creed. This is not common 
to one Catholic only, but to all indiscrimi- 
nately throughout the whole world, those on- 
ly excepted who have given themselves up 
to a reprobate sense. Sir, there is some- 
thing very striking in this. You ought to 
have weighed it in your mind. You ought 
to have reasoned upon it: and you ought to 
have come to this conclusion: “surely the 
Catholic religion is very different from what 
I have hitherto supposed it to be.” 

There is another consideration, likewise, 
which you ought to have attended to, and 
which is what is vulgarly called the growth of 
popery. You know it is a fact that not a year 
passes but numbers of protestants seek to be 
admitted into the Catholic faith, and I can as- 
sure you that it is a fact, that when they are 
once admitted, they never forsake it again, 
not even at the point of death; at least, ex- 
amples to the contrary are few in number, 
and those few are of such a kind as to do 
honor to the Catholic cause even by their 
apostacy:- for not one of them apostatizes 
except it is for worldly considerations, or be- 
cause their hearts have become corrupted, 
and an indifference to all religion has been 
fixed in their minds. 

Now, Sir, how comes it that protestants, 
enlightened protestants, protestants who have 
the salvation of their souls sincerely at heart, 
should turn their backs tothe light, and plunge 
into the darkness and horrors of popery?— 
how comes it that in this age—this land of 
bibles, and at this time, when immense sums 
are expended in the great work, and bibles 
by thousands are scattcred over the country: 
—how comes it, that at this time, when the 
abominations of popery are exhibited in the 
blackest colors, and books teeming with the 
most envenomed abuse, such as Andrew 
Dunn, the Velvet Cushion, &c, are widely cir- 
culated,—how comes it, I say, that popery 
should still increase, aud that all the efforts 
of all its enemies, armed with all the weapons 
which the most enthusiastic zeal can impart, 
should be unable to stem its progress? Is it 
that the finger of God is there, or is it the 
handy work of the devil? It can hardly be 
said to be the latter: and the reason is, be- 
cause the converts to popery generally re- 
form their lives, and become sincerely and 
interiorly pious christians, animated with the 
love of God, and ready to lay down their lives 
in defence of the cause which they have em- 
braced. Now this can hardly be called the 
handy work of the devil. Is it then the finger 
of God? This is a subject for your conside- 
ration. At all events, it proves that the Ca- 











|tholic faith is not such as you have taken it 


to be;—that it is not in opposition to the bi- 
ble, since the universal circulation of the bi- 
ble does not prevent its increase;—and that 
it is not disfigured by all those deformities 
which are attributed to it by you, and the 
Rev. Vicar of Harrow, * and the rest of the 
numerous tribe, who seem determined to sup- 
port their cause at the expence of truth, of 


‘decorum, of brotherly love, and even of the 


gospel itself. 
But, Sir, if it be the finger of God, then 





what is it that you are doing? Are you not 
kicking against the goad? are you not resist- 
ing the truth? are you not taking part with 
the persecutors of the Church of Christ?— 
What more shall I say? are you not taking 
part with the common enemy of mankind, 
and hurling his fiery darts against the sacred 
edifice, which according to the promises of 
Christ, shall never be prevailed against by 
all the powers of hell? 


[TO BE CONTINUED. | 
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respectfully informed that the next Lecture 
will be given in the church of the “ Holy 
Cross,” at half past six o’clock, on Sun- 
day Evening next, by the Right Rev. Bishop 
Fenwick; and that arrangements will be 
made, so as to obviate the necessity of their 
remaining without doors for any length of 
time. The doors will be thrown open imme- 
diately after Vespers, and the committee of 
arrangement will consider it a duty, and feel 
pleasure in accommodating with seats such 
Ladies and Gentiemen of the various deno- 
minations as may be*disposed to hear the 
Catholic Lectures. 





We noticed in the “ Daily Advertiser,” 
of the 18th inst., and in the “ Galaxy,” a 
very singular Article headed, ‘‘ Communica- 
tion.”’ We are at a loss to ascertain whe- 
ther the writer, or publishers of the Article 
be entitled to a greater share of thanks and 
patronage from the Ladies, and all the Cath- 
olic body of the good city of Boston. 

We shall give our distant readers, the 
“ Communication” as it appeared, and in- 
tersperse it with a few remarks: — 

“ T have read with deep regret the reports 
of the Theological controversy, which has 
been carried on in this city for several months 
past to the disgrace of the parties concerned 
and to the scandal of the community.” The 
writer we have no doubt has read the reports 
‘‘with deep regret,” for,he must feel even mor- 
tified to think that the Roman Catholic Cler- 
gy who had been unwarrantably and wicked- 
ly attacked by a minister who calls himself a 
follower of the notorious Calvin, have come 
forward in defence of the tenets, morality 
and institutions of their Church, and proved 
the superiority and excellence of them, even 





* The author of the Velvet Cushion. 








from the concessions of the very Banditti-of 
the mock-reformation. 

The profligate knavery and revolting im- 
morality of Luther; Calvin and Co., even by 
their own declarations, have certainly thrown 
“‘ disgrace,” upon “ the parties concerned,” 
and upon their modern advocates among 
whom, may be ranked the writer of the com- 
munication. The community, so far from be- 
ing scandalized at the nature of the defence 
adopted by the Catholics, have been edified, 
and the crowds of Ladies and Gentlemen who 
regularly attend the Catholic Lectures, prove 
the fact, while they stamp falsehood upon the 
assertion of the Communicator. If the wri- 
ter meant the Bible, Tract and Missionary 
Societies by the word “ parties,” or ‘ com- 
munity,” he told the truth. ‘ What could 
induce Gentlemen professing to be Christian 
teachers to pour forth such a volley of foul 
and filthy language of such vile billingsgate: 
upon the quiet and peaceful inhabitants of 
Boston?” So say we; by ‘‘ Gentlemen pro- 
fessing to be Christian teachers,” the writer 
must mean the Calvinistic ministers, who 
were the wanton aggressors and whose fallen 
Champion, had really made use of such foul 
and filthy language, that the Bishop and his 
Vicar could not consistently with the respect 
which they had and still have for themselves, 
and their numerous and respectable audience, 
repeat it in the pulpit. 

By ‘the quiet and peaceful inhabitants of 
Boston,” he must mean the Roman Catho- 
lics, who had been so unexpectedly and un- 
warrantably attacked and so reluctantly fore- 
ed to vindicate their religion and its mem- 
bers, both from the Bible and declaration of 
Protestant writers. ‘Sir, the language ‘in 
which this controversy has been conducted 
is revolting.” As conducted by the aggres- 
sors we frankly acknowledge that the lan- 
guage was revolting, yet perfectly in char- 
acter with the refined sentimentality of Luther, 
Calvin and other saintly reformers. 

‘Must our wives and our daughters when 
they enter what should be the Sanctuaries of 
our holy religion, have their ears assailed, 
and their minds polluted by such loathsome 
ribaldry?”” No, Mr. Writer, it is not meet 
that they should, and therefore it is that you 
in your paternal solicitude, should, so far as 
your Christian influence could extend, have 
prevented the mock-orthodox hero from us- 
ing such language as had frequently insulted 
female purity and crimsoned the cheek of 
virginal virtue. The remark can by no means 
apply to the Bishop and his Vicar, who have 
in their lectures rescued female character 
from the foul and filthy language of their Cal- 
vinistic assailant. 

Ec > But mind, Gentle Reader, the absur- 
dity and impudence of this writer. ‘ Let 
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the Roman Catholic Bishop and his Colleague 
reflect where they are. They are not in cor- 
rupt and profligate Rome, where such outra- 


ges are no offence.” ‘ The Roman Catholic | 


Bishop and his Colleague” do reflect where 
they are, and hence it is that they repel by 
arguments and facts, by the very admissions 
of the unprincipled Reformers and their min- 
jsterial admirers (among whom we shall class 
the writer himself) the calumnies and false- 
hoods of the would-be-orthodox Clergyman. 
Hence it is that they have unmasked the in- 
jquitous principles that gave birth to a demor- 
alizing system of impiety, robbery and infidel- 
ity, vulgarly known by the name of Reforma- 
tion. They know that they are in a free coun- 
try, where, strange to say, Sectarian bigotry 
andunlicensed obloquy seek in vain to destroy 
all that is social, virtuous and holy, and there- 
fore they feel themselves bound to contribute 
their mite towards the preservation of Civil 
and Religious Freedom. If ‘‘ the Roman Ca- 
tholic Bishop and his Colleague” were in 
Rome, they would not hear such “ corrupt 
and profligate” language, where such out- 
rages are an “‘offence;” and where the assail- 
ant as well as the writer would probably be 
accommodated with suitable apartments, for 
having insolently presumed to disturb the 


peace and destroy the social confidence of 


their fellow-citizens. But, perhaps, the writer 
of the communication visited Rome, and, as 
birds of a feather flock together, closely asso- 
ciated with the ‘‘ corrupt and profligate,” 
(for where is the city, or even town that some 
such characters may not be found?) if, there- 
fore, he has escaped with impunity from the 
laws of Rome, he ought to thank his stars, or 
feel grateful for the indulgence of the laws in 


| 


| 





finished, according to the privilege of a Rhe- 
torical figure! 

What did the writer mean by calling Amer- 
ica “a land of Protestants?” Did Catholic 
Carroll of Carrolton think so, or view it in 
such a light, when he pledged his fortune, 
honor and life to maintain Civil and Religious 
freedom against the tyranny of Protestant 
Britain? What consummate folly and igno- 
rance! Did not Catholics flee to Maryland 
to avoid the persecution and all the despotic 
disqualifications of Protestant Britain? Did 
not Quakers flee to Pennsylvania, that 
they might breathe an atmosphere untaint- 
ed by the infection of Protestant persecu- 
tion?—Can the writer deny it? Who com- 
pelled the self-styled Puritans to seek an 
asylum in this section of the country? Not 
Roman Catholics but the Episcopalian gov- 
ernnent of Protestant Britain. Strange that 
the writer exhibits not only his insolence but 
an ignorance of facts that every school-boy is 
supposed to know, and for which the Editors 
of the Daily Advertiser and of tne Galary 
(what an appropriaie name for so brilliant a 
communication) ought, if they were sufficient- 
ly acquainted with history, to have corrected 
him. ‘“ Let them,” continues this polite and 
edifying judge of taste and morals, “ also re- 
member that it matters not whether the foul 
ribaldry they use be their own, or be borrow- 
ed from other coarse and shameless fanatics.” 
He knows full well that what he calls “ ribal- 
dry” is not the language of “the Roman 
Catholic Bishop and his Colleague,’ for that 
they, as the respectable and intelligent citi- 
zens of Boston who regularly attend the Ca- 
tholic Lectures are aware, only inform the 
public what was the language of the mon- 


his particular case. His having moved in the 'strous Deformers of the Church of Christ, 
circle of the virtuous, the noble and the holy, | and consequently that the expressions “‘ other 
is what we cannet believe, unless we have re- coarse and shameless fanatics’? must exclu- 


spectable vouchers from others. We must also 
have proofs of his having conducted himself 


| 


| 


| 


sively apply to the Calvinistic aggressor and 
the Bible, Tract and Missionary Fund Soci- 


asa Gentleman in the supposition of his ever (eties, who commissioned him to work upon the 
havmg been found in a respectable circle; evil passions of the human heart, throughout 


for, his Communication wariants doubt on the 
subject. 

He gives us a proof, we presume, he in- 
tends it for such, that he has a smattering 
notion of Latin, and quotes a line from the 
Roman Satirist who inveighs against the Eas- 
tern immorality and notions with which Rome 
Was threatened by profligate adventurers. 

Jam pridem Syrus in Tiberim defluxit Ovon- 
{s.—A case probably to the point, when the 
Writer visited “the Eternal City.” ‘“ But,” 
Continues our liberal and learned writer, ‘ in 
aland of Protestants, a land to which Pro- 
testants fled expressly, that they might breathe 
an atmosphere untainted by the infection of 
Popery.” Here he leaves his sentence un- 


the New-England States. Whether the pitiful 
scribbler of the communication feels a desire 
to have a finger in the pye, with the expec- 
tation of some loaves and fishes, all who know 
him, can best determine. 

“Their poison” (of the would-be-reform- 
ers) “‘ is equally noxious” (true, there is very 
little if any difference between Luther and 
Calvin) “‘ whether extracted by themselves 
from its native elements,” (heresy, immorali- 
ty and blasphemy,) ‘‘or received from the 
wretch, or modern bigot who vends the vile 
drug,” in the shape of manufactured Tracts, 
Missionary tales, mock-conversions, Maga- 
zine falsehoods, or whether it issued from 
the Sectarian pulpit, or the press, and hence 





the scandal and infamy of dealing in them. 





“They and their Popish church are protect- 
ed by our equal laws.” No thanks to you for 
the protection, Mr. Tolerance. But what does 
this unit, or rather cypher, mean by the ex- 
pression “our equal laws?” Is not your con- 
duct, Mr Writer,and has not the conduct of the 
mock-orthodox Hector been in open violation 
of * our equal laws,”’ by such an impertinent 
and ungentlemanly attack upon the Roman 
Catholic Religion? What can even palliate 
such wanton insolence? You, Mr. Writer, 
who have travelled to Europe for the improve- 
ment of your mind and manners [your com- 
munication shews the progress you have made} 
can perhaps best tell, for we ‘‘ should be glad 
to learn of noble men.” 

“ Let them look to it if they wish for a con- 
tinuance of these privileges.” Bless us! 
What a terrible fellow this Jack the Giant 
killer must be when surrounded by an ad- 
miring group of Boarding-school girls. Even 
the Constitution of America must curtesy to 
him, and submit to his omnipotent will!—. 
‘“‘ Let them remember too that in religious 
faith, liberty is not licentiousness, and that 
we have a house of correction for those who 
corrupt the morals and disturb the peace of 
the community.”’ Most excellent and fit!— 
We do not say that the writer speaks feel- 
ingly on this subject, from the recollections 
of any dismal scene in Rome—but merely 
that fanatics who laud sueh licentious and 
horrid demoralizers as Luther and Calvin, 
who bear false witness against their neigh- 
bors, ought to enjoy the benefit of that house, 
besides the occasional advantage of the pure 
air from “the State-street Elevation,” and 
the unenviable privilege of thus looking down 


upon their fellow beings. 
‘Ifthe Bishop and his Priest would learn 


the way of usefulness and respectability, let 
them follow the example and imitate the vir- 
tues of their predecessor, the worthy Arch- 
bishop of Bordeaux, whose aim, whilst he 
lived amongst us, was to keep the exiled 
members of the Romish church in their way 
of duty, to make them better men, rather than 
to gain proselytes.” By the drift of this sen- 
tence it would appear that Satan has become 
a soul saver, as well as a lecturer on morals. 
Miracles to be sure will never cease, and, as a 
proof of the fact, perhaps the writer, owing 
to his having visited Rome may, ere long, be- 
come a christian by following the example, 
and imitating the virtues of pious Catholics; 
then indeed will it be said that the aim of this 
strayed sheep is to keep in their way of duty, 
and to become a beller man by laying aside 
his human respect, although he has not much 
of it for the Bishop and his Priest, and be- 
coming, from honest conviction, a proselyte 
to the church of Christ. But what particu- 
larly alarms our modern gospellers, or Bibli- 








THE JESUIT. 


Vou. I. 





cal wiseacres, is the fact, that the good peo- 
ple of the New England States are opening 
their eyes to the influence of Truth, and their 
conversion from Calvinistic darkness to Ca- 
tholic light, is a tremendous bore to the new- 
fangled missionary legion‘ 

“His peaceful and benevolent labors were 
duly appreciated; aad the love and respect 
with which that good man was treated by all 
parties show that there is no hostility to Re- 
man Catholics as such in Boston.” Thanks 
to the liberal and intelligent Ladies and Gen- 
tlemen of Boston for such sentiments, not- 
withstanding the late outcry of a Calvinistic 
fanatic and his associated ministry to the 
contrary. Thanks to the Constitution of 
America also, notwithstanding the antichris- 
tian ferocity of the puritanic blue-laws against 
the sacred principles of Civil and Religious 
Freedom. Thanks once more to the virtu- 
ous and independent Ladies and Gentlemen 
of Boston and of the State, who now as well 
as then, find by experience and their ac- 
quaintance with the Catholic Religion that 
its clergy are not as Sectarianism repre- 
sents them, and who treat with kindness 
and respect the present Bishop and his Ccler- 
gy, to the no small mortification of selfish 
bigots and “the saints elect.” ‘“ Should 
they now become odious let them thank 
themselves for the change.” Yes, truly the 
Calvinistic aggressor and his party may 
thank themselves for the change; the tide of 
popular feeling has decidedly turned against 
them, and finding that the Catholic Lectures 
contrary to the expectation of those “‘ pain- 
ful,” “‘ prayerful,” “ preachers of the word,” 
are delivered to overflowing houses, they are 
now endeavoring to get up mock-revivals by 
having recourse to morning and evening 
prayers and meetings in their Park street 
conventicle. But the light has gone forth, 
and Calvinism now beats a retreat for some 
more genial clime. 
MANNERLY WAY IN WHICH THFY WERE AT- 


“THE COARSE AND UN- 


TACKED by the lecturer on political atheism 
brought the current of public sympathy in 
favor of the Roman Catholics.” This is 
indeed a concession, and we find that 
even Satan himself will, at times and only 
when it serves his purpose, tell the truth. 
But the writer, Satan-like, apprehensive of 
the advantage which he, perhaps uncon- 
sciously, afforded against himself, says im- 
mediately after, “‘ but they have now com- 
pletely turned it against themselves.” Not 
so fast Mr. Writer; had you attended the 
Catholic Lectures from the commencement 
and visited some of the most respectable fa- 
milies in Boston where these lectures are 
regularly upon the tapis, you would be con- 
vinced of the contrary. We do not posi- 
tively assert that you speak contrary to your 


conscience, and agreeably to your fears on 
the present occasion. ‘ At any rate it is 
presumed that Ladies who have any self-re- 
spect will not hereafter be ambitious of being 
numbered among the hearers, or encouragers 
of such indecent ‘tirades.”” 

Such is the concluding sentence of the 
communication, and we shall only say that 
we have been respectably informed that some 
Ladies and Gentlemen had “kept away” 
from the late Calvinistic tirades against Ca- 
tholicity; that the Ladies and Gentlemen of 
Boston showed their ‘ self-respect,” on last 
Sunday evening, by treating the writer, his 
communication and his insolence with merit- 
ed contempt, by appearing perhaps in great- 
er numbers, if possible, than at any preced- 
ieg lecture, and by some respectable and en- 
lightened parents, though of a different de- 
nomination, bringing even their liltle daugh- 
ters to attend the last discourse!! 

So much for the Writer and the Editors of 
the Daily Advertiser and of the Galaxy, 
whose liberality, modesty and dictatorial po- 
Jiteness are now before the worthy citizens 
of Bostcn. 

cP In the “ Boston Recorder’’ of last 
week, there are two short articles which we 
think are too silly to be further noticed. 





From the Boston Courier. 


SKETCH OF THE CATHOLIC LEC- 
TURE. 


Delivered on last Sunday Evening by the 
Very Rev. T. J. O’Franerry. 


This Lecture was a vindication of the doc- 
trine of Purgatory, and the practice of the 
Catholic Church of offering prayers and the 
sacrifice of mass for the souls of the depart- 
ed. After a brief recapitulation of the proofs 
he had formerly produced, respecting the 
sacrament of penance, it was said, that, as 
contrition, confession, and satisfaction had 
ever constituted the sacrament of penance in 
the Church, and as she, to whom all pow- 
er of binding, or loosing in the spiritual tri- 
bunal has been given by an Incarnate God, 
was invested with the privilege of protract- 
ing, or mitigating the severity of the tempo- 
ral punishment, according to the disposition 
and circumstances of the sinner, so she has 
ever made it an act of faith to believe, that 
should the penitent die, after the eternal pun- 
|ishment due to guilt had been remitted, and 
before the temporal punishment and satisfac- 
tion had been made upon earth, to divine jus- 
tice, he cannot enter the kingdom of heaven 
until he shall have fully expiated both. Noth- 
ing sinful can enter the kingdom of heaven; 
and as this satisfaction is a debt which his 
| past sin still owes, and as the non-payment 
of it is a defilement of the soul, we ask, whi- 
ther will the soul go? To eternal perdition? 
Certainly not, because that is the place of 
the reprobate dying in enmity with God, and 
because a temporal punishment, according to 
the principles of human and divine justice, 
cannot be inflicted in regions of eternal per- 
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dition, from which there is no redemption... 
Since then, the soul, in this condition, cannot 
be admitted into heaven, nor consistently 
with divine justice be consigned to eternal 
wo, there must be an intermediate place pre- 
pared for its reception, to qualify it for hea- 
ven. ‘his place is called a Prison, or Pur. 
gatory, wherein the souls of the faithful, who 
die before they had time to expiate their ve. 
nial sins, or the temporal punishment due to 
them, are detained, and whereby, accord- 
ing to St. Paul, they shall be saved, so as by 
fire. The soul thus cast into this prison, 
cannot be considered an enemy to God; for, 
by her contrition, added to the merits of the 
Saviour, her eternal guilt and her eternal 
punishment are washed away, and conse- 
quently, she is in such a state as to be bene- 
fited by the prayers and good works of the 
faithful upon earth. 

In this doctrine of Purgatory, it was said, 
there is nothing contrary to reason, or reve- 
lation, and it might be properly asked, why 
then has the Calvinistic moralist attacked it, 
and blamed us for believing in it? The 
preacher then proceeded to show, first, that 
it was not contrary to reason; and referred. 
to the laws of all civilized nations and espe- 
cially to those of Massachusetts, to show, 
that the punishment of transgression was 
graduated according to the heinousness of the 
sin and the circumstances that attended it. 
It would be atrocious cruelty in a judge to 
consign to the gibbet a poor father who should 
steal from a hard-hearted rich man, a dollar, 
or dinner for his starving family. The inten 
tion of the criminal and the cireumstances 
attending the perpetration of his crime were 
examined into, and the punishment propor- 
tioned to the guilt; and hence the propriety 
of establishing a house of correction, a house 
of industry, a common jail, a debtor’s prison, 
and a gallows. But suppose the poor man 
had dropped dead, before he had time to feel 
contrition for the theft, what is to become of 
his soul? Would the Deity chain it downin 
everlasting fire? Reason exclaims, No. Such 
tyranny might become the God of Calvin, 
but is abhorrent to the idea that Catholics 
entertain of the one true God. Shall it go 
directly to heaven? No. Because it is de- 
filed by the sin of stealing. Common sense 
and common justice require that it must go 
to some place of punishment, where it may 
umlergo a saving purification to entitle it to 
the rights of citizenship in the kingdom of 
heaven. Another illustration was drawn from 
the supposed case of a child, who should tell 
a lie to its parent. As it would be diabolical 
injustice in the parent to flog that child to 
death, so it would be unjust in the Heavenly 
Father to hurl the soul of that child, if it 
should die, into inextinguishable fire. The 
doctrine of such indiscriminating wrath might 
be preached by the disciples of Calvin, who 


had blasphemously said, that the streets of 


hell were paved with the sculls of infants a 
half-span long, but the Catholics think more 
favorably of the God of mercy and love.— 
Nature and Reason, while they speak “ trum- 
pet-tongued against the deep damnation of 


such taking-off,” assure us that the justice of 


the Deity will never be brutalized by such 
conduct. : 

The doctrine of Purgatory, therefore, 18 
not contrary to reason, and Natural Religion 
justifies it. This declaration was proved by 
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reference to Pagan authority. The classic 

authors of Greece and Rome declare it; and 

the preacher called the attention of his audi- 

ence to the following quotation from the sixth 

pook of the Aneid, which he first read in the 

original and then in Dryden’s translation. 

Not Death itself can wholly wash their stains, 

But long contracted filth e’en in the soul remains, 

The relics of inveterate vice they wear, 

And spots of sin obscene in every face appear. 

For this are various penances enjoined, 

And some are hung to bleach upon the wind, 

Some plunged in waters, others purged in fires, 

Till all the dregs are drained and all the rust expires. 

All have their manes, [or punishments] and those 
manes bear; 

The few, so cleansed, to those abodes repair, 

And breathe, in ample fields, the soft Elysian air. 

Then are they happy, when, by length of time, 

The scurf is worn away of each committed crime; 

No speck is left of the habitual stains, 

But the pure ether of their soul remains. 

This doctrine, which was beautifully deli- 
neated by Shakspeare, was derived by Virgil 
from Plato, who received it from Pythagoras, 
who obtained it from the Priests of Egypt.— 
It was therefore lawful to conclude that it 
was coeval and consistent with the religion 
of nature. 

The preacher, secondly, maintained that 
the doctrine is justified by Revelation, and 
referred to the sacrifice offered for the sins 
of the dead, by Judas Maccabeus at Jerusa- 
lem. But lest the Calvinists should not ad- 
mit the argument, drawn from a book which 
they do not admit to be divinely inspired, he 
proved by various arguments that those books 
of the Apocrypha are canonical, and of 
equal authority with the books received as 
such by the Calvinists. The Jews, of the 
present day, it was stated, have a formal 
prayer for the benefit of the souls of their 
rethren confined in the prison of purgatory; 
itwas the custom of the Jews in the life- 
time of the Saviour, to offer prayers and sa- 
crifices for the same purpose, and though he 
invariably attacked and condemned all their 
superstilious practices, he never once inveigh- 
ed against the custom of praying for the 
dead. The reason why Luther and Calvin 
object to the books they have declared apo- 
cryphal was obviously, because they saw that 
the doctrine of Purgatory, and of offering 
pravers and sacrifices for the repose of the 
faithful dead, was distinctly inculcated in 
those books, and as they could not, as legiti- 
mate priests, offer sacrifice, they determined 
to lay the axe to the root of such doctrine, 
and, with one fell, savage, and infernal swoop, 
to cut up this beauteous tree, which so long 
bloomed in the garden of revelation. Hence 
it is, that their worthy: disciples and non- 
commissioned officers take special care to 
expunge altogether those books from the mis- 
erable adulterated editions, which they hawk 
and peddle through the country. Several 

ooks were expunged by these mock-reform- 
ers, or rather deformers, because they incul- 
tate good works as indispensable to salva- 
tion. St. Jame’s epistle shared the same 
late, because it also afforded clear and im- 
Pressive proof of the sacrament of extreme 
Unction, which these reformers thought pro- 
per to reject. 

_+he preacher recapitulated some of the 
historical facts that had been produced to 
show the true characters of Luther and Cal- 
vin, and asked, which should be believed, 
those practieal jpfidels, or that church which 

been to be the true church of 





Christ? She claims the doctrine of Purga- 
tory, and glories in the morality, the natural 
‘affection, and the piety that emanate from it; 
and she unequivocally, in her Councils of 
Carthage and Trent, informs the universe 
that those books, those precious pearls, re- 
jected and grunted at by the swinish multi- 
tude of a‘blasphemous reformation, are part 
and parcel of her canon, and that the spirit 
of God is infused into them. He adverted 
to the objections raised by the Calvinists 
against tradition, and to show their inconsis- 
tency, asked what authority but tradition, 
they could produce, for observing Sunday as 
a sabbath instead of Saturday. There was 
no command for such a translation of the sab- 
bath. They were compelled at last to seek 
refuge under the bastions of Apostolic tradi- 
tion, or the adamantine fortress of Catholic 
infallibility. 

Adverting again to the doctrine of Purga- 
tory, as proved by reason and natural religion, 
it was said, that the Almighty Judge of hea- 
ven and earth acts according to this gradua- 
ted scale, and that this is abundantly shown in 
holy writ. The conduct of the midwives 
who told a lie to Pharaoh in order to save 
the lives of the male children of the Hebrews, 
—and the story of Rahab, who saved the 
lives of the Hebrew spies by a similar false- 
hood, were cited as cases for illustration. 
The Almighty distinguishes between a lie 
which is uttered for a humane purpose, and 
one which might cause the destruction of a 
whole family; the sin of Rahab was venial, 
and she was declared both by St. Paul and 
St. James to have been “justified.” Her 
conduct was meritorious in the sight of hea- 
ven, though the lie was in itself a sin, and 
it must be punished—not in hell, because 
she was of the number that perished not— 
not in heaven, because this is no place for 
punishment—but in some place of temporary 
punishment and purification; the Calvinistic 
minister may call it a fiery prison, limbo, or 
purgatory; he may even amuse himself by 
finding out its latitude and longitude, yea, 
happy will he feel, should he be so fortunate 
as to be accommodated in it, for this was an 
ambition of even the saints themselves. 

That there were three classess of idle 
words, or sins, and an equal number of ap- 
propriate punishments, was shown from the 
texts—‘‘ Whosoever shall be angry with his 
brother, shall be guilty of the judgment; and 
whosoever shall say to his brother Raca, shall 
be guilty of the council; but whosoever shall 
say, Thou fool, shall be guilty of hell fire.” 
If we are to give an account at the day of 
judgment, for every idle word, must it not fol- 
low that, as the account will then stand, the 
demand, regulated by the compact of redemp- 
tionary justice, will be adequate to the debt, 
so that the debt and credit may be fairly bal- 
anced? And where is the man, who will 
say, that the great Creditor, when present- 
ing his bills for payment unto the last far- 
thing, will insist upon the same amount of 
satisfaction from a child who tells a lie of ex- 
cuse, and from an aged man, who, with malice 
prepense, and, to stir up hatred and ill-will 
among fellow-citizens, utters abominable 
falsehoods, which are indeed idle words, when 
levelled at the Church, against which all the 
powers of hell shall never prevail, 

The doctrine of Purgatory was enforced 








and illustrated by a great number of other 
arguments and quotations, which we have not 














room to notice. The preacher read extracts 
from John Huss; the Decree of the Univer- 
sity of Prague; Perzibran; Martin Luther, 
Tom. 1. Wittemb. 1545; Urbanus Regius, a 
fellow-laborer of Luther; John Calvin, who 
acknowledged a third state of existence after 
death, in the Genevese edition of his Insti- 
tutes, Book 3. chap. 5; the first Liturgy: of 
the Church of England drawn up by Cran- 
mer & Ridley, and declared by Act of Par- 
liament to have been “ framed by inspira- 
tion of the Holy Ghost;”? Andrews, Usher, 
Forbes, Montague, Taylor, Isaac Barrow, 
Bishop of Asaph, Thorndike; the Bishop of 
Exeter who prayed for the soul of the late 
Princess Charlotte: Long, who followed suit, 
by praying for the repose of the soul of 
George IVth.; and from Dr. Samuel John- 
son, who prayed for the repose of the soul of 
his mother on every anniversary of her birth 
day. He vindicated the doctrine on the 
eet of natural affection. Nature and 

eligion tell us, that it is a holy and whole- 
some thought to pray for the dead, that they 
may be loosed from their sins. The very 
sigh that bursts from the heart at the recol- 
lection of departed friendship and love, and 
its accompanying tear, demonstrate the rea- 
sonableness, the charity, the divinity of the 
doctrine, which perpetuates an endearing 
commerce between friends in time and in 
eternity, which even storms the citadel of 
Heaven, and strives to force a passage for 
an affectionate friend into the palace of im- 
mortal day. 

[Before he commenced his discourse, Dr. 
O’Flaherty read a communication which 
appeared inthe Daily Advertiser of Friday, 
which he accompanied with a running com- 
mentary. To most of the statements in the 
communication he opposed a flat denial, and 
contended that they (the Catholic Clergy) 
were not obnoxious to the charge of having 
offended against propriety and decorum in 
any of their lectures—that they had been 
provoked and driven to the controversy—and 
quoted, fairly and honestly, the writings of 
Calvinists themselves, thus setting up a mir- 
ror in which the Reformers might see the re- 
flection of their own image. The writer of 
the communication was handled without 
gloves. He alluded also to the republica- 
tion of the same article in the Galazy, with 
the approbation of the editor of that paper, 
and said another opportunity would be im- 
proved to extend the commentary on these 


papers. | 





3 Let the Calvinistic Bigots read the following 
particulars relative to a Roman Catholic Hero, and see 
another overwhelming proof of their falsehoods and of 
the compatibility of the Roman Catholic Religion with 
Republican Freedom. 


From the Journal of Commerce. 
Carruacena, Jan. 23. 


On the 17th inst. the funeral obsequies of 
his Excellency the Liberator, were celebrat- 
ed in the Holy Church Cathedral, with the 
greatest pomp and magnificence which cir- 
cumstances would permit. Preparatory to 
this solemnity, the church was adorned with 
tapestry and black festoons, and in its centre 
was placed a magnificent cenotaph, 46 fect 
high, composed of a base 21 feet wide, a 
pedestal 7 feet high, with relief pilasters, and 
an obelisk adorned with military trophies.— 
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THE JESUIT. 


Vox. If. 





On the front of the base, was inscribed in 
shaded letters of gold, on a ground of jasper, 
the following words: 
GENEROUS CARTHAGENA. 
In 1812 
Received BOLIVAR as a Guest, 


D CONTRIBUTED TO HIS GLORV 


AN 
BY OFFERING HIM WITH A LIBE- 
RAL HAND 
The elements of 
LIBERTY AND VICTORY!! 
In 1830 
She afforded him a refuge from ingratitude 
and envy. 
NOW INCONSOLABLE FOR HIS LOSS, 
She renders this homage 
TO HIS PRECIOUS AND VENERABLE REMAINS. 





On the reverse of the same base was inscrib- 
ed the following: 

When impartial and grateful posterity shall 
erect altars to the Benefactors of Humani- 
ty, they will give a distinguished 
place to that of the 
FOUNDER OF THREE REPUBLICS 
ON THE AMERICAN CONTINENT. 

On the right side was this inscription: 
To the august manes of the Great Bolivar, 
Carthagena just and grateful. 

A good Citizen, a judicious Mogistrale, a dis- 
tinguished Legislalor, he served, com- 
manded, and ennobled his country. 


On the left was the following: 
BOLIVAR, 

Though favored with fortune, renounced its 
attractions, and consecrated his repose, 
yea his whole life, to the good of 
his country. 

AN INTREPID SOLDIER, A SKILLFUL COM- 
MANDER, 

Victorious in a hundred battles, 

HE GAVE LIBERTY AND LAWS TO 
HIS COUNTRY, 

And himself obeyed them. 

On each of the four angles of the base 
was atripod which sustained a sepulchral 
lamp, and between the base and the pedestal 
was a space containing 700 invisible lamps, 
whieh diffused a splendor that illuminated 
the monument, without any other lights ap- 
pearing than those placed here and there on 
the floor, those of the chandeliers, and those 
standing on the altars. 

On this base rested the pedestal, at the 
centre of which, in front, was the portrait of 
the Liberator, supported by Liberty and In- 
dependence, with the broken chains, crown, 
sceptre, and lion of Spain beneath their feet. 
The portrait rested upon the map of Ameri- 
ca and the Columbian f{asces, and over it was 
the torch of immortality. On the extreme 
right of the pedestal was placed America, in 
the garb of a native, reclining on the trunk 
of a tree, and on the left Religion resting on 
a column, and holding a Cross in its hand,— 
both inclining towards the portrait in an at- 
titude of mourning. On the reverse of the 
pedestal was placed, in the centre, the emblem 
of death with the wings of time, and at its 
sides, right and left, were represented Mars, 
depositing his sword, and Minerva, present- 
ing her Olive-branch. 

On the right side of the pedestal was re- 
presented the anchor of hope, between horns 
of plenty, and on the left, (between the same 
emblems,) the balance and other insignia of 





Justice. Around these four figures, were 
displayed with much taste and symmetry, the 
flags of England, the United States, France, 
Holland, and the South American States. 

At the foot of the obelisk which stood up- 
on the pedestal, adorned with trophies, was 
placed in front, a sepulchral urn, ornamented 
with a wreath of roses and a crown’of laurel. 
About the urn were ranged the hat and staff 
of the Liberator, the sword of brilliaats pre- 
sented him by Peru in 1825, the splendid 
medal presented him by Bolivia the sun of 
Peru, the star of the Liberators of Venezu- 
ela, and the other decorations of his Excel- 
lency, all under a covering of black gauze. 

On the front of the obelisk, in basso re- 
lievo, was seen the coat of arms of Colum- 
bia, bordered with trophies, and underneath 
was the following inscription: 


EXTINCTUS AMABITUR IDEM. 


On the escutchion, Fame was represented 
in the attitude of proclaiming the glories of 
the Hero, and over it floated the national 
banner. On the reverse of the obelisk were 
inscribed the following names, denoting the 
most remarkable victories achieved by the 
Liberator. 


Tenerife Sombrero 
Cucuta Ortiz 
Los Taguares Gameza 
Virgirima Bonza 
Barbula Vargas 
Las Trincheras Boyaca 
Araure Carabobo 
San Malco Ibarra 
Ocumare Bombona 
Calabozo Junin 


On the right side was the coat of arms of 
Peru, over which, in the like manner, floated 
the flag of that Republic, and on the left, 
the coat of arms ef Bolivia, accompanied with 
its appropriate flag. So that the cenotaph 
was crowned with the flags of the three na- 
tions which His Excellency had founded.— 
At the foot of the cenotaph, and on the floor 
of the church, were placed (as military tro- 
phies,) cannon, drums, balls, muskets, &c. 

A double peal of bells announced to the 
public, at noon on the 16th, the mournful 
scene which was preparing, and from night 
the celebration commenced. At 7 o’clock 
in the evening, vespers were sung, at which 
were present the municipal authorities, pre- 
sided over by the Perfect of the Department, 
and an innumerable concourse of people.— | 
At 9 o’clock on the following morning, the 
funeral rites were celebrated, attended by all 
the authorities, civil, military and ecclesias- | 
tical, and other persons of distinction, of both | 
sexes, clothed in deep mourning. 

After Mass had been said, a funeral cra- 
tion was pronounced by the Dean of this Holy 
Church Cathedral, Bishop Juan Merimon. 
He took for his text those words inthe 9th 
chapter of the first book of Moccabees, 
‘“* How is the mighty fallen, who keep the 
people of Israel in safety.” [Here follows 
an outline of the discourse, and some ac- 
count of the movements of the military.— 
The artillery of the garrison occupied the 
piaza of the Cathedral; the battallion of mi- 
litia that of San Francisco. All marched 
with arms reversed, drums muffled, and in- 
struments of music dressed in mourning.— 
Three general discharges were made during 





That night the cenotaph remained open to 
the public, in order to satisfy the curiosity 
which had been manifested to see it, and caif 
to mind the glorios of the Hero. The church 
continued open and illuminated until 10 
o’clock at night, during which time a plain- 
tive music, in which the bands of the Artille- 
ry and Militia alternated, contributed to the 
eagerness and emotion with which all pre- 
sented themselves before that monument of 
national respect and gratitude. Thus termi- 
nated a day which will ever be memorable 
with the people of Carthagena. 








CHALLONER’S MEDITATIONS, 


ONSIDERATIONS upon Christian Truths and 

Christian Duties, digested into meditations for 

every day in the year. In 2 vols. By the Right Rey, 

Dr. RicHarp CHALLONER, Bishop of Debra, V, A, 

Just published and for sale by 
BAKER & ALEXANDER, 

46, Washington Street, 

N. B.—A great variety of Catholic Books: for sale ag 
above. March 19—8t 








Tue Public are respectfully informed, that MANN. 
ING’S SHORTEST WAY TO END DISPUTES 
ABOUT RELIGION is now ready for sale at the Office 
of ** The Jesuit.”°—This work contains 300 duodecimo 
pages, handsomely bound and lettered.—Per hundred 
copies, $45; per doz. $6; single, 75 cents. 


NEW BOOKS. 
FOR SALE AT P. MOONEY’S CATHOLIC BOOK. 
STORE, 


Comer of Federal and Franklin Sts.—Also, at Patrick 
Denvir’s Book-store, Main-Street, Charlestown. 








The following new publications we earnestly recom- 
mend to all who are serious inquirers after trath, as welk 
as to those who wish to attain a correct knowledge of 
the great truths of the Catholic religion. They are works, 
small in size, but replete with highly instructive and in- 
teresting matter, and which can easily be perused by 
those who have not much time to devote to reading. 

1. LETTERS ON THE SPANISH INQUISITION. 
A rare work, and the best which has ever appeared 
on the subject: by M. Le Comte Joseph Le Mais- 
tre; translated from the French, with additional 
notes and Illustrations: by T. J. O’ Flaherty, 8. E. 
C.—12mo. Per doz. $6, retail, 62 1-2 cents. 

2. Proors oF THE TRUE CHURCH, IN TWO 
Parts; by Clement Winceslaus, Archbishop and 
Elector of Treves, and bishop of Augsburg; trans- 
lated from the French.—24 mo. Per doz. $3; retail, 
31 cents. 

8. 'FHe Yourn’s Director; or familiar In- 
struetions for Young People; which may be found 
useful alse, to persons of every sex, age, and condi- 
tion of life; illustrated with a number of historical 
traits and edifying examples; translated from the 
French.—24 mo. Per doz. $4 50; retail, 43 3-4 cts. 

4, INvINcIBLE Reasons, which should forever 
attach a Roman Catholic to his Religion, and en- 
gage all Protestants to-embrace the same.—24 me. 
er doz. 30 cents; retail, 3 cents. 

5. A sHort Exposition OF THE MARKS OF THE 
True Cuurcn; by Carpinau Gervit, Translat- 
ed from the French, for the first time; to which is prefix 
ed a brief and interesting sketch of the life of the illue- 
trious writer. Price, $1 per dozen, 12 1-2 cents single. 

6. A sure Way to find out rue True Reu- 
GION, in a conversation between a Father and his Son, 
by the late Rev. T. Baddely.—18mo.—Price $2, per 
doz: 20 cents single. : 

7. A Suaver for Jonn Cuettie, Methodist 
Preacher; or, a Vindication of the Doctrine of the Real 
Presence of Jesus Christ in the Holy Eucharist, a8 taught 
by the Catholic Church: in two letters to a friend; by 
the Rey. J. A. Mason, formerly a Methodist Preacher. 
—18mo.—Price 50 cents per doz: 6 1-4 cents single. 

8. MAN’s ONLY AFFAIR; Of REFLECTIONS 00 the 
four last things to be remembered. ‘Translated from the 
French; to which are added Morning and Evening Pray> 
ers; Prayers of Mass, accompanied with a short Sparel 
tion of its Ceremonies; and Vespers. 24ino.—Price $3, 











the eelebration. } 








per dozen; 31 cents retail. 
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